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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
This appeal is based on a simple debt collection matter on a personal credit card. 
On March 3, 2016, after an hour long hearing, Summary Judgment was granted in favor 
of Appellee, American Express Bank, FSB. 
Due to the plethora of court filings, the district court docket was and is convoluted. 
This is why the hearing on the summary judgment was so far removed from when the 
Motion for Summary Judgment was filed, August 26, 2015. After Appellee's Motion for 
Summary Judgment was filed, Appellee filed a Motion to Strike, and requested a hearing. 
The Appellant filed numerous court documents before and after the Motion for 
Summary Judgment. The Appellant even filed a "Request for Hearing on Plaintiffs 
Motion for Summary Judgment." 
In February 2016, the Court scheduled a hearing on the Motion for Summary 
Judgment. Appellant and Appellee's counsel were both telephoned to confirm the March 
3, 2017 date. The notice of hearing addressed to the Appellant had an incorrect address, 
and the Appellant did not receive the original notice. 
Despite the incorrect mailing, the Appellant appeared at Oral Arguments on March 
3, 2016 regarding the Motion for Summary Judgment. The Appellant had an opportunity 
to present evidence. Judge Johnson granted Summary Judgment in favor of the Plaintiff. 
Appellant filed the appeal. 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS 
1. On 08/26/2015, Appellee filed: Motion for Summary Judgment, 
Memorandum of Costs, Memorandum, Motion to Classify, and Plaintiff 
Affidavit. Supplemental Judgment Roll ("SJR"), p. 000148, 000150, 
000153, 000946, and 000949. 
2. On 08/2712015, Appellant filed: Motion for More Definite Statement 
and to Dismiss, Affidavit in Support of Defendant's Motion for More 
Definite Statement and to Dismiss, and Memorandum in Support of 
Motion for More Definite Statement and to Dismiss. SJR, p. 000155, 
000159, 000164. 
3. On 08/31/2015, Appellant filed: Request for Leave for Extension to 
Submit Initial Disclosures, Certification of Service for Defendant's 
Initial Disclosures, Motion to Adjourn Plaintiff's Motion for Summary 
Judgment, Motion to Suppress Plaintiffs Exhibits, Memorandum in 
Support of Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's Exhibits, and Affidavit in 
Support of Motion to Suppress· Plaintiff's Exhibits. SJR, p. 000175, 
000180,000181,000187,000191,000204. 
4. On 09/03/2015, Appellant filed: Summary of Defendant's Motions and 
Proposed Orders. SJR, p.000208. 
5. On 09/08/2015, Appellant filed: Objection to and Motion to Deny 
Summary Judgment, Certificate of Service for Objection to and Motion 
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to Deny Summary Judgment, Memorandum in Support of Motion for 
More Definite Statement and to Dismiss, Certificate of Service for 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for More Definite Statement and to 
Dismiss, Affidavit in Support of Objection to Motion for Summary 
Judgment, Certificate of Service of Affidavit in Support of Objection to 
Motion for Summary Judgment, Motion to Strike Plaintiffs New or 
Additional Pleadings and Request for Hearing, Certificate of Service for 
Motion to Strike Plaintiffs New or Additional Pleadings, Motion to 
Decide on Pleadings and Withdrawal of Motion for More Definite 
Statement, and Certificate of Service for Motion to Decide on Pleadings 
and Withdrawal of Motion for More Definite Statement. SJR, p. 
000215,000216,000235,000241,000242,000246,000247,000252, 
000253. 
6. On 9/11/2015, Appellee filed: Motion to Strike Defendants Court 
Filings - Hearing Requested, Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs 
Motion to Strike Defendants Court Filings - Hearing Requested, and 
Exhibits A and B. SJR, p. 000264, 000266, 000271. 
7. On 9/15/2105, Appellant filed: Certification of Service for 
Memorandum in Support of Objection to Motion for Summary 
Judgment, Amended Memorandum in Support of Objection to Motion 
for Summary Judgment, Certification of Service for Defendant's 
Response to Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Defendant's Court Filings, 
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Defendant's Response to Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Defendant's Court 
Filings, Certification of Service for Memorandum in Support of 
Defendant's Response to Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Defendant's Court 
Filings, Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Response to Plaintiffs 
Motion to Strike Defendant's Court Filings, Certification of Service for 
Updated Summary of Defendant's Motions and Withdrawal of Certain 
Motions, and Updated Summary of Defendant's Motions and 
Withdrawal of Certain Motions. SJR, p. 000285, 000286, 000287, 
000288,000291,000292,000301,000302. 
8. On 09/16/2015, the Court made a Minute Entry stating, "[T]he court 
finds that a request to submit for decision has not been filed with the 
court. The court will enter no order until the motion is submitted for 
decision pursuant to URCP 7(d)." SJR, p. 000309. 
9. On 09/18/2015, Appellant filed: Request for Leave to Amend Title and 
Caption of Memorandum Objecting to Motion for Summary Judgment, 
(Proposed) - Amended Memorandum in Support of Objection to Motion 
for Summary Judgment, Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's 
Motions, and Defendant's Memorandum in Support of Request to 
Submit for Decision. SJR, p. 000311, 000314, 000333, 000335. 
10. On 09/18/2015, Appellee filed: Reply to Defendants Response to 
Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Defendants Court Filings - Hearing 
Requested, and Request to Submit Plaintiffs Motion to Strike 
4 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Defendants Court Filings for Decision - Hearing Requested. SJR, p. 
000342, 00034 7. 
11. On 09/21/2015, the Court made a Minute Entry stating, "[T]he court 
finds Defendant's Request will require a timely notice to submit 
pursuant URCP 7(d)." SJR, p. 000349. 
12. On 09/21/2015, Oral Arguments on Plaintiffs Motion to Strike was 
scheduled for 11/02/2015 at 1:30 p.m. SJR, p. 000353. 
13. On 09/22/2015, Appellant filed: Request for Hearing on Plaintiffs 
Motion for Summary Judgment, Defendant's Motion to Strike Plaintiffs 
Court Filing, and Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion to 
Strike Plaintiffs Court Filing. SJR, p. 000355, 000357, 000366. 
14. On 11/02/2015, the parties appeared at Oral Arguments for the Motion 
to Strike. SJR, p. 0003 87. 
15. On 11/18/2015, the Court signed the Order on 11/2/15 Motion to Strike 
Hearing. SJR, p. 000398 
16. On 02/11/2016, Appellee filed: Request to Submit Plaintiffs Motion for 
Summary Judgment for Decision. SJR, p. 000505. 
17. On 02/12/2016, the Court contacted the Appellant and Appellee's 
counsel to schedule oral arguments. 
18. On 02/12/2016, the Court confirmed with both parties and scheduled a 
30 minute hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment for 
03/03/2016 at 1 :30 p.m. SJR, p. 000510. 
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19. The notice to the Appellant was addressed to 190 N 180 E; the 
Appellant's street address is 190 N 980 E. See 2/24/2016 Mail 
Returned. SJR, p. 000606. 
20. On 02/22/2016, the Appellant filed: Objection to Request to Submit for 
Summary Judgment, Memorandum in Support of Objection to Request 
to Submit for Summary Judgment, Notice of Default and Motion to 
Strike, Memorandum in Support of Notice of Default a~d Motion to 
Strike, and Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Objection to 
Motion for Summary Judgment. SJR, p. 000512, 000525, 000528, 
00054 7, 000601. 
21. On 02/22/2016, the District Court Docket also shows a $1.25 Copy Fee. 
See 02/22/2016 Court Docket Entry, Case #159102739, Addendum 
Docket, p. 17 of 29. 
22. On 02/25/2016, the Appellant filed: Notice of Procedural Irregularities 
& Request for Relief. SJR, p. 000609. 
23. In the 02/25/2016 Notice of Procedural Irregularities & Request for 
Relief states: "With the oral arguments scheduled for the 3rd of March, 
2016, Plaintiff is potentially harmed by both uncertainty of standing, 
and by deprivation of time to prepare, including any impact upon or 
from his recent filings." Notice of Procedural Irregularities, SJR, p. 
000609,p.6-7,~24. 
6 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
24. On 02/29/2016, the Appellant filed: Defendant's Supplemental 
Disclosures 3. SJR, p. 000631. 
25. On 02/29/2016, the District Court Docket shows a $.25 Copy Fee. See 
02/29/2016 Court Docket Entry, Case #159102739. Addendum Docket, 
p. 17 of 29. 
26. On 03/03/2016, the Appellant filed: Defendant's Supplemental 
Disclosures 4. SJR, p. 000636. 
27. On 05/03/2016, the Court denied the Order Granting Waiver of Fees & 
Bond(s) on Appeal. SJR, p. 000802. 
28. On 2/14/2017, the Court entered the Order on Indigency Application. 
SJR, p. 001175. 
29. On 4/24/2017, the Court denied Appellant's Motion for 
Reconsideration. SJR, p. 001430, 001431. 
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SUMMARY OF ARGUMENTS 
Procedural Irregularities - Part 1 
Procedurally, this Appeal should be Dismissed. The Appellant has not paid the 
filing fee and cost bond. Appellant's "Partial Transcript" is missing the ruling of Judge 
Johnson, so there is not an adequate record of the court's reasoning. The Appellant's 
Brief also admits to not having any case law supporting his arguments. 
Procedural Irregularities - Part 2 
The Appellant was the cause of many of the "procedural irregularities". And if he 
was not the root cause, the irregularities were not prejudicial, and do not change the 
substantive nature of the ruling. 
The Appellant gripes that the incorrect address on the Notice of Hearing did not 
provide adequate time to prepare. The Appellant had filed his own Request to Submit for 
Hearing in September 2015, five (5) months prior to the hearing. The Appellant's other 
court filing contradict his assertion that he only had "one court day" to prepare. 
Utah Rule of Civil Procedure 56(e) & (fl Grant Authority 
Rule 56(e) and (f) grant the Court authority in a Motion for Summary Judgment. 
So even if the Appellant's allegations of "last minute arguments" and "unsolicited legal 
8 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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inferences" are found to be true, it was not an abuse of discretion because Rule 56 
~ expressly authorizes it. 
Affidavit of Mario D Morales-Arias Meets Elements 
Mario D Morales is a Custodian of Records, who is familiar with the manner in 
which records are kept by the Appellee, he has reviewed the records and certifies that 
they are authentic and were kept in the regular course of business, provides a summary 
account, copy of the Agreement, and statement. The requirements of URCP 56 and 
~ Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC v. Migliore are met. 
UTAH CODE§ 70A-3-604 is Not Automatic 
The Utah Commercial Code does not state that if an agreement was destroyed, it 
automatically discharges the debtor. It only gives it as one option if there is intent to 
discharge. The Appellant has not shown evidence of "intent" to discharge by the debtor, 
nor has the Appellant shown why the Utah Commercial Code applies to this debt 
collection matter on a personal credit card. 
Utah Code § 25-5-4(2)(e) Clearly States a Written Agreement is Not Needed 
The Utah Code and Utah Case Law are clear that a signed written agreement is not 
needed to pursue a simple debt collection claim on a credit card. 
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ARGUMENT 
PROCEDURAL IRREGULARITIES - Part 1 
Procedurally, this Appeal should be Dismissed. The Appellant has not paid the 
filing fee and cost bond. 1 Appellant's "Partial Transcript" is missing the ruling of Judge 
Johnson, and there is not an adequate record of the court's reasoning. 2 Additionally, the 
Appellant admits to not having any case law supporting his arguments. 3 
The Appellant has not paid the filing fee and cost bond. The Appellant requested 
a Fee Waiver, and was denied three (3) times. Even after the Appellate Court's 
2/24/2017 Order to Deny the Motion to Stay, the Appellant continued to have the District 
Court to reconsider the denial of impecuniosity. The Appellant failed to notify the Court 
of the Appellate Court's 2/24/2017 Ruling, and the Appellee provided it to the District 
Court.4 
1 The Appellant's fee waiver was denied three (3) times. 05/03/2016 Order Granting 
Waiver of Fees & Bond(s) on Appeal (Denied), SJR, p. 802; 2/14/2017 Order on 
Indigency Application, SJR, p.001175; and 4/27/2017 Oral Arguments, SJR, p. 001430, 
001431. 
2 "Without a record of the district court's reasoning, we cannot conclude that the district 
court abused its discretion ... " Anderson v. Larry H Miller Commc 'ns Corp., 2015 UT 
App 134, iJ46. 
3 "Appellant, as pro se, has no subscription service whereby he might search case law 
other than the published opinions of the Court of Appeals and without any access to 
search through briefs, has found no case law that either supports or refutes his 
arguments as presented." Appellant's Brief, p. 29. (emphasis added). 
4 03/10/2017 Plaintiffs Exhibit B, SJR, p. 001243. 
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The delay between the 1st and 2nd fee waiver denial was due to the Appellant's 
\ill') inaction. He did not filing a Request/Notice to Submit on his Motion to Waive Fees. 
The Appellant knew or should have known that the Court required a Notice to Submit5, 
and the Appellant has filed Requests to Submit for Decision. 6 
The Partial Transcript does not contain Judge Johnson's final ruling. Without a 
record of the district court's reasoning, the Appellate Court cannot conclude that the 
district court abused its discretion. Anderson v. Larry H Miller Commc 'ns Corp., 2015 
UT App 134,146. 
Additionally, the Appellant admits to not having any case law supporting his 
arguments, and does not include any in the Table of Authorities. Rule 33 of the Utah 
Rules of Appellate Procedure states: 
(a) Damages for delay or frivolous appeal. Except in a first appeal of right 
in a criminal case, if the court determines that a motion made or appeal 
taken under these rules is either frivolous or for delay, it shall award just 
damages, which may include single or double costs, as defined in Rule 
34, and/or reasonable attorney fees, to the prevailing party. The court 
may order that the damages be paid by the party or by the party's 
attorney. 
(b) Definitions. For the purposes of these rules, a frivolous appeal, motion, 
brief, or other paper is one that is not grounded in fact, not warranted by 
existing law, or not based on a good faith argument to extend, modify, 
or reverse existing law. An appeal, motion, brief, or other paper 
5 09/16/2015, Minute Entry, SJR, p. 000309; 09/21/2015 Minute Entry, SJR, p. 000349; 
Partial Transcript, p. 8, line 25, top. 9, line 21. 
6 11/25/2015 Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motions, SJR, p. 000421; 
12/07/2015 Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motions, SJR, p. 000429; 
04/20/2016 Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motion to Vacate and 
Request for Extension of Time, SJR, p. 000702. 
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interposed for the purpose of delay is one interposed for any improper 
purpose such as to harass, cause needless increase in the cost of 
litigation, or gain time that will benefit only the party filing the appeal, 
motion, brief, or other paper. 
(c) (1) The court may award damages upon request of any party or upon its 
own motion. A party may request damages under this rule only as part 
of the appellee's motion for summary disposition under Rule 10, as part 
of the appellee's brief, or as part of a party's response to a motion or 
other paper. 
(2) If the award of damages is upon the motion of the court, the court 
• shall issue to the party or the party's attorney or both an order to show 
cause why such damages should not be awarded. The order to show 
cause shall set forth the allegations which form the basis of the damages 
and permit at least ten days in which to respond unless otherwise 
ordered for good cause shown. The order to show cause may be part of 
the notice of oral argument. 
(3) If requested by a party against whom damages may be awarded, the 
court shall grant a hearing. 
This Court has previously ruled that "a court may award attorney fees when an 
appeal is frivolous, 'not grounded in fact, not warranted by existing law, or not based on 
a good faith argument to extend, modify, or reverse existing law.' A party's case is not 
frivolous where its 'brief as a whole is supported by the record, and the [party] makes 
good faith arguments that are adequately supported by case law ... '" Clatterbuck v. Call, 
2007 UT App 76, p. 3 ( emphasis added). 
The Appeal should be dismissed for failure to pay the filing fee and cost bond, 
lack of a record of Judge Johnson's Ruling, and the Appellant has stated that he has no 
case law supporting his arguments. Attorneys' Fees should be awarded pursuant to 
URAP 33. 
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PROCEDURAL IRREGULARITES - Part 2 
The Appellant was the cause of many of the "procedural irregularities".7 And ifhe 
was not the root cause, the irregularities were not prejudicial, and do not change the 
l;i substantive nature of the ruling. 
The Appellant gripes that the incorrect address on the Notice of Hearing left him 
"a single court day to prepare for the hearing. "8 
Despite the incorrect address, the Appellant's own court filings show that he was 
fully aware of the hearing at least one (I) week prior to the March 3, 2016 Hearing.9 The 
District Court Docket also shows that copies of court documents were purchased on two 
(2) separate occasions prior to the March 3, 2017 hearing. IO 
7 
"When I pull up the record, you have filed many, many things, which makes it difficult 
to even determine what-what's pending before the Court. That was why I gave you that 
filing restriction in the first place, was that we-so we could avoid some of the 
irregularities that have arisen in this case. Many of those irregularities are due to your 
own filings. I have been trying to minimize that problem." 03/03/2017 Partial Transcript, 
p. 30, lines 18 to 25. 
8 
" •.• the court did not properly mail Notice of Oral Arguments until the 28th of February, 
2016, leaving Appellant a single court day to prepare for the hearing." Appellant's Brief, 
p. 5. 
9 
"With the oral arguments scheduled for the 3rd of March, 2016, Plaintiff is potentially 
harmed by both uncertainty of standing, and by deprivation of time to prepare, including 
any impact upon or from his recent filings." Appellant's 2/25/2016 Notice of Procedural 
Irregularities and Request/or Relief, SJR p. 000609, p. 6-7, i!24. 
IO See Court Docket Entries 2/22/20 I 6 and 2/29/20 I 6, Addendum Docket, p. 17. It is not 
evident who purchased those documents, however, the Appellant has admitted to going to 
the Court House because "notice from the Court was delayed at least twice where 
Defendant only learned of a decision, ruling or grant of an order by way of visiting the 
Court House ... " Id. at ,r23. Appellant filed documents several times before the hearing. 
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The Appellant was not prejudiced by the incorrect address on the Notice of 
Hearing. On September 22, 2015, he even filed his own "Request for Hearing on 
Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment." 11 
The Appellant's previous court filings contradict his argument that he only had a 
"single court day to prepare for the hearing." He knew at least one (1) week prior, and 
also had time to draft and file other documents with the court. 
The Appellant appeared at the hearing. From the Partial Transcript, the Appellant 
made many of the same arguments that are in the Appellant's Brief. The Appellant states 
that he has still not found case law supporting his arguments. 12 
The Appellant was not prejudiced, and the District Court was correct in 
proceeding with the March 3, 2016 Oral Arguments. 
UTAH RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 56(e) & (fl GRANT AUTHORITY 
Rule 56(e) and (f) give the court authority and discretion in a Summary Judgment. 
So even if the Appellant's allegations of "last minute arguments" and "unsolicited legal 
inferences" are found to be true, it was not an abuse of discretion because Rule 56 
permits it. 
Appellant asks, "Is the trial court sufficiently bestowed with discretion to infer 
legal arguments where none were stated by a party, or to suo sponte reconstruct the 
11 09/22/2015 Request for Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment, SJR, p. 
000366. 
12 Appellant's Brief, p. 29. 
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claim as a general "breach of contract" where Appellee failed to state such?" 
VID Appellant's Brief, p. 16. 
The answer is, "Yes." 
URCP 56(e) states: 
If a party fails to properly support an assertion of fact or fails to properly 
address another party's assertion of fact as required by paragraph (c), the 
court may: (e)(l) give an opportunity to properly support or address the 
fact; (e)(2) consider the fact undisputed for purposes of the motion; (e)(3) 
grant summary judgment if the motion and supporting materials-including 
the facts considered undisputed-show that the moving party is entitled to 
it; or (e)(4) issue any other appropriate order. 
URCP 56(f) states: 
After giving notice and a reasonable time to respond, the court may: (/)(1) 
grant summary judgment for a nonmoving party; (/)(2) grant the motion on 
grounds not raised by a party; or (/)(3) consider summary judgment on its 
own after identifying for the parties material facts that may not be 
genuinely in dispute. 
The Appellant's argument of unsolicited legal inferences by the Trial Court are 
unfounded by the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. His argument goes against the plain 
t.@ language of Rule 56(e) and (f). 
The Appellant takes issue with the "typo" argument regarding the "April 24, 
2015" contract date. Appellant's Brief, p. 5. In the Appellant's own brief, he 
acknowledges that April 24, 2015 was used in the 06/18/2015 Complaint and 08/26/2015 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment. Id. at footnote 2 and 3. The 
Complaint stated "on or before April 24, 2015" and the Memorandum stated "dated April 
15 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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24, 2015." SJR, p. l and 150. [It has been determined that April 24, 2015 is the date that 
the file was set up with Appellee's Counsel's Office.] It is not a genuine issue of fact as 
the Affidavit of Mario D. Morales-Arias was filed with the Motion for Summary 
Judgment. 
Regarding Appellant's Motion to Dismiss that w~s denied, the court also has 
authority. Krouse v. Bower, 20 P.3d 895, 12 (Utah 2001) ("When determining whether a 
trial court properly granted a motion to dismiss, we accept the factual allegations in the 
complaint as true and consider them, and all reasonable inferences to be drawn from 
them, in the light most favorable to the non-moving party.") 
AFFIDAVIT OF MARIO D MORALES-ARIAS MEETS REQUIRED ELEMENTS 
The requirements ofURCP 56, and Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC v. 
Migliore, 2013 UT App 255, 314 P.3d 106, are met. 
The Appellate Court has ruled, "[T]he district court did not abuse its discretion in 
accepting the Sage affidavit's averments that Sage was a custodian of records for P RA 
and, by virtue of that position, had knowledge of PRA 's business records processes and 
personal knowledge regarding the Account." Migliore, 2013 UT App 255, 15. 
Mario D Morales is a Custodian of Records, who is familiar with the manner in 
which records are kept by the Appellee, he has reviewed the records and certifies that 
they are authentic and were kept in the regular course of business, provides a summary 
account, copy of the Agreement, and statement. 
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Migliore also gives precedence on allowing documents in an affidavit as business 
lfiP records and their authenticity. 
[T}he district court was entitled to take the averments in the Sage affidavit 
regarding Sage's qualifications as a records custodian at face value. Sage 
attested that he was an authorized representative and custodian of records 
for PRA and that he was familiar with the manner and method by which 
PRA maintained its books and records ... 
Olguin attests that she is the custodian of records for the attached 
documents and certifies the authenticity of the documents in compliance 
with the requirements of the business records exception. For the same 
reasons discussed above, we conclude that the district court did not abuse 
its discretion in accepting these averments and in determining that the 
Olguin affidavit provided sufficient foundation to admit the attached 
documents. 
Id. at iJiJ7 &8. 
The Appellant argues that the affidavit contains "fabricated" documents, aka 
"produced by their computer systems" and "self-generated."13 
There was no abuse of discretion by the court in accepting the Affidavit of Mario 
D Morales-Arias. 
13 Mr. Tanne: My very definition, that is a fabricated document. 
I.ii) . The Court: Okay. Now-now tell me why you think it's fabricated. 
Mr. Tanne: The affidavit, if you can even rely on the affidavit of the plaintiff, Mr. Morales 
Ariel, states that this is a fabricated document. 
The Court: 1-1 don't-
Mr. Tanne: It is produced by their computer systems. 
The Court: Well, that doesn't make it a falsified, fabricated document. Jt-
Mr. Tanne: / said it was fabricated. 
The Court: Well, fabricated means made up; right? 
Mr. Tanne: Self-generated. 
The Court: That's not the same as saying something has been fabricated. 
Partial Transcript, p. 36, lines 6-22. 
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UTAH CODE§ ?0A-3-604 IS NOT AUTOMATIC 
Utah Code § ?0A-3-604 of the Uniform Commercial Code states: "A person 
entitled to enforce an instrument, with or without consideration, may discharge the 
obligation of a party to pay the instrument by an intentional voluntary act, such as 
surrender of the instrument to the party, destruction, mutilation, or cancellation of the 
instrument cancellation or striking out of the party's signature, or the addition of words to 
the instrument indicating discharge, or by agreeing not to sue or otherwise renouncing 
rights against the party by a signed writing." (emphasis added). 
The Utah Commercial Code does not state that if an agreement was destroyed, it 
automatically discharges the debtor. The creditor The Appellant has not shown evidence 
of "intent" to discharge, nor has the Appellant shown why the Utah Commercial Code 
applies to this debt collection matter on a personal credit card. 
UTAH CODE§ 25-5-4(2)(e) EXPRESSLY STATES A WRJTTEN AGREEMENT IS 
NOT NECESSARY FOR CREDIT CARD AGREEMENTS 
The Section 25-5-4(2)(e) of the Utah Statute of Frauds provides an express 
exception for credit agreements. 
A credit agreement is binding and enforceable without any signature by the 
party to be charged if (i) the debtor is provided with a written copy of the 
terms of the agreement; (ii) the agreement provides that any use of the 
credit offered shall constitute acceptance of those terms; and (iii) after the 
debtor receives the agreement, the debtor, or a person authorized by the 
debtor, requests funds pursuant to the credit agreement or otherwise uses 
the credit offered. 
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The Appellate Court has affirmed the plain language of the code. MBNA Am. 
Bank, NA. v. Goodman, 2006 UT App 276, ~8 CThe Utah Statute of Frauds expressly 
provides that credit agreements like the one at issue here are enforceable without the 
signature of the debtor."). 
This Court has also affirmed another Summary Judgment on a debt collection 
matter granted by the Honorable Christine Johnson. Capital One Bank (USA), NA v. 
Wilkerson, 2009 UT App 333, p.2 ("Accordingly, the fact that there was not a specific 
credit agreement signed by Wilkerson does not prohibit Capital One from pursuing 
action on this debt."). 
19 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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CONCLUSION 
The Appeal of a summary judgment on a s imple debt collection matter should be 
Dismissed fo r fa ilure to pay the fi ling fee and cost bond. In addition, there is no record of 
the Court's reasoning. The Appellant also states that he has no case law supporting his 
arguments. 
The U tah Code, Utah Case Law, and U tah Rules of Civil Procedure, provide 
reasons why the Summary Judgment should be affirmed. A signed written agreement is 
not needed to pursue a debt collection on a credit agreement. The Utah Commercial 
Code does not say if a cred it agreement is destroyed, it discharges the debtor of a 
personal credit card. The Affidavit meets the requirements of Migliore. 
The Appellant's procedural issues to the court 's legal inferences go aga inst the 
express language of the Rule 56(e) & (f). 
Despite the incorrect address on the notice of hearing, the Appellant had notice of 
the Motion for Summary Judgment hearing, appeared, and argued ad nauseam at the 
hearing. 
There is no good fa ith legal bas is to the Appea l. Rule 33 of the Utah Rules of 
Appellate Procedure provide why attorneys' fees should be awarded. 
-
JULY ) 20 17 
Attorney for 
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limitations. Per the Word Count function on Microsoft Word, the Appellee's Brief 
contains approximately 4,675 words. 
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The undersigned certifies that on the ~ day of 2) lA ~ \,,/ 
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2017, two 
(2) true and correct copies of the BRIEF OF APPELL EE were mailed by first class mail 
postage prepaid to: 
James Tanne 
190N890E 
Lindon, UT 84042 
The undersigned certifies that on the ~ day of c )V\~\/ 
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( 1) original and seven (7) true and correct copies of the BRIEF OF APPELLEE were 
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File #: 785869 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH, AMERICAN FORK DEPARTMENT 
American Express Bank, FSB 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
James Tanne 
Defendant 
(Proposed) ORDER ON 03/03/2016 
HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Civil Number. 159102739 
Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
A hearing on Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment took place on March 3, 2016 at 1:30 PM 
before Judge Christine Johnson. The Plaintiff was represented by Keisuke Ushijima. The 
Defendant was present and represented himself. Having considered the documents filed with the 
Court, the evidence and the arguments, the Court HEREBY FINDS: 
Following receipt of Plaintiffs Notice to Submit, the Court contacted the Defendant to confirm 
an agreeable date for oral arguments on the motion. With the agreement of the Defendant, the 
hearing was scheduled for March 3, 2016. Notice of the hearing was mailed that same date, on 
February 12. 2016. Unfortunately, the notice to Defendant was returned due to a transposed 
number in his mailing address. A corrected notice was thereafter mailed. The Defendant was 
not prejudiced by the Court's Notice of Oral Arguments being addressed incorrectly and returned 
as undeliverable because he received notice by phone on the date the hearing was scheduled. 
March 25, 2016 03:10 PM 1 or 3 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Normally, reseheet:1liHg vvot:1le ee appropriate. I lo·Never, Moreover. in this matter, Defendant has 
had over six months to prepare to address the Court on this issue. Plaintiffs Motion for 
Summary Judgment was filed back in August 26, 2015, and Defendant had filed a response. 
Defendant was present at the March 3, 2016 hearing. The Defendant had also previously 
requested a hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment. For these reasons, the Court 
does not find the Defendant was prejudiced for the Notice of Oral Arguments being addressed 
incorrectly. 
The Court finds that the account open date of April 24, 2015 for the in Plaintiffs Statement of 
Facts does not create a genuine issue of material fact. The Affidavit of Plaintiff clears up the 
discrepancy and indicates that the account was opened in March 2002. 
The Court finds that the Affidavit of Plaintiff meets the requirements of URCP 56, and Utah case 
law supports Affidavits of this nature. See Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC. v. Migliore, 
2013 UT App 255,314 P.3d 1069. The Affidavit purports to be from a Custodian ofRecords 
who is familiar with the manner in which records are kept by the creditor, the Custodian has 
reviewed the records and ce11ifies that they are authentic and were kept in the regular course of 
business as required by the Business Records Exception, and provides a summary account, a 
copy of the Agreement, and statement. The Defendant has not put forth evidence that puts the 
Exhibits of the Affidavit of Plaintiff in dispute and shows them to be inaccurate. For these 
reasons, the Court finds the Affidavit of Plaintiff to meet the requirements of URCP 56. 
The Court finds that the elements to the exception to the Statute of Frauds regarding Credit 
Agreements, Utah Code 25-5-4(2)(e) have been met. The Affidavit of Plaintiff indicates the 
business practice of the Plaintiff, a copy of the agreement was sent to the Defendant, the 
agreement indicates that use of the card constitutes acceptance, and the card was used. Utah 
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Appellate case law supports the exception to the Statute of Frauds, and the Court finds that the 
elements have been met for Utah Code 25-5-4(2)(e). 
The Cout1 does not find Defendant's argument regarding the Utah Commercial Code, Utah Code 
?0A-3-604 to be persuasive. The language of the code clearly states that the Plaintiff, American 
Express, "may" discharge the obligation by destruction of a written instrument. However, the 
destruction of a written obligation does not automatically discharge the obligation. For these 
reasons, the Court does not find this argument to be persuasive. 
The Court finds that the elements of the breach have been met. The Court finds that the 
Defendant entered into an agreement with the Plaintiff, American Express. The Court finds there 
was a breach of the agreement. The Court finds that there are damages of$15,620.19. 
The Court GRANTS Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment. 
**DA TE AND SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT COURT JUDGE OR CLERK OF THE DISTRICT 
COURT/DEPUTY CLERK APPEARS AT THE TOP OF FIRST PAGE** 
MAILING CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing (Proposed) Order on 
0310312016 Hearing for Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment, postage prepaid, this 14th day 
of March, 2016, addressed as follows: 
James Tanne 
190 N 980 E 
Lindon UT 84042 
Isl Keisuke Ushijima 
KEISUKE USHIJIMA 
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4TH DISTRICT CT - AF 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
,,.) APPEALED: CASE #20160363 
AMERICAN EXPRESS BANK FSB vs. JAMES TANNE 
CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
~ CURRENT ASSIGNED JUDGE 
ROGER W GRIFFIN 
PARTIES 
Plaintiff - AMERICAN EXPRESS BANK FSB 
Represented by: MIKEL M BOLEY 
Represented by: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 
Defendant - JAMES TANNE 
U ACCOUNT SUMMARY 
TOTAL REVENUE Amount Due: 
Amount Paid: 
Credit: 
Balance: 
442.75 
442.75 
0.00 
0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COMPLAINT l0K-MORE 
Amount Due: 
Amount Paid: 
Amount Credit: 
Balance: 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 
Amount Paid: 
Amount Credit: 
Balance: 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 
Amount Paid: 
Amount Credit: 
Balance: 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
360.00 
360.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.25 
0.25 
0.00 
0.00 
0.50 
0.50 
0.00 
0.00 
Amount Due: 0.25 
Amount Paid: 0.25 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 1.25 
Amount Paid: 1.25 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 0.25 
Amount Paid: 0.25 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 ~ 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 0.50 
Amount Paid: 0.50 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 ~ 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 0.25 
Amount Paid: 0.25 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
4ll\il Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: AUDIO TAPE COPY 
Amount Due: 10.00 
Amount Paid: 10.00 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
• Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 2.50 
Amount Paid: 2.50 
Amount Credit: 0.00 ~ 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 0.50 
Amount Paid: 0.50 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL 
- TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 1.50 
Amount Paid: 1.50 • 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: GARNISHMENT 
Amount Due: 50.00 
Amount Paid: 50.00 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
~ Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 2.50 
Amount Paid: 2.50 
(,j Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 0.50 
Amount Paid: 0.50 
" 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: AUDIO TAPE COPY 
Amount Due: 10.00 
Amount Paid: 10.00 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
REVENUE DETAIL - TYPE: COPY FEE 
Amount Due: 2.00 
~ Amount Paid: 2.00 
Amount Credit: 0.00 
Balance: 0.00 
PROCEEDINGS 
~ 06-18-15 Filed: Complaint 
06-18-15 Filed return: Summons on Return 
06-18-15 Case filed 
Party Served: JAMES TANNE 
Service Type: Personal 
Service Date: June 11, 2015 
06-18-15 Fee Account created Total Due: 
06-18-15 COMPLAINT l0K-MORE Payment Received: 
06-18-15 Note: discovery tier set to 1 
~ 06-18-15 Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON assigned. 
06-18-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
06-23-15 Filed: Notice of Appearance 
06-23-15 Filed: Answer and Motion to Dismiss 
JAMES TANNE 
06-23-15 Filed: Certificate of Service for Defendant's Answer and Motion 
to Dismiss 
06-25-15 Note: Certificate of Readiness for Trial due 04/06/2016 
07-08-15 Filed: Appearance of Counsel/Notice of Limited Appearance 
07-08-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
07-10-15 Filed: Motion: Plaintiffs Motion to Extend Time to File 
Response to Defendants Motion to Dismiss 
Filed by: AMERICAN EXPRESS BANK FSB, 
07-10-15 Filed: Memorandum in SUpport of Plaintiffs Motin to Extend Time 
to File Response to Defendants Motion to Dismiss 
07-10-15 Filed: Exhibit A 
07-10-15 Filed: Exhibit B 
07-10-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
07-15-15 Filed: Response to Plaintiff's Motion to Extend Time to File 
Response 
07-16-15 Filed: : Certificate of Service of Plaintiffs Initial 
Disclosures 
07-16-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
07-21-15 Filed: Defendant's Memorandum in Support of Request to Submit 
for Decision 
07-21-15 Filed: Certificate of Service for Request for Production of 
Documents Propounded Upon Plaintiff 
07-21-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Request to Submit for Decision 
on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss 
07-21-15 Filed: Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motion to 
07-23-15 
07-23-15 
07-23-15 
07-23-15 
Dismiss 
Filed: 
Extend 
Filed: 
Filed: 
Reply to Defendants Response to Plaintiffs Motion to 
Time to File Response and Documents Filed on 7/21/2015 
: Exhibit A to Reply 
Return of Electronic Notification 
Filed: : Certificate of Service of Plaintiffs First 
Supplemental Disclosures 
07-23-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
07-27-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Defendant's Objection to 
Plaintiff's Reply and Motion to Further Extend and Certificate 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
of Service 
07-27-15 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Defendan't Objection to 
Plaintiff's Reply and Motion to Further Extend and Certificate 
of Service 
07-27-15 Filed: Defendant's Objection to Plaintiff's Reply and Motion to 
Further Extend and Certificate of Service 
07-27-15 Fee Account created Total Due: 0.25 
07-27-15 COPY FEE Payment Received: 0.25 
Note: 1.00 cash tendered. 0.75 change given. 
~ 07-28-15 Filed: Request/Notice to Submit: Request to Submit Plaintiffs 
Motion to Extend Time to File Response to Defendants Motion to 
Dismiss for Decision 
07-28-15 Filed: Order (Proposed): Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to 
Extend Time to File Response to Defendants Motion to Dismiss 
1$ 07-28-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
~ 
07-28-15 Filed order: Ruling and Order on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed July 28, 2015 
07-28-15 Filed: Other - Declined to Sign Order (Proposed) Granting 
Plaintiffs Motion to Extend Time to File Response to Defendants 
Motion to Dismiss 
07-28-15 Note: Per Judge Johnson - The court's Ruling and Order entered 
on 7/28/15 renders moot the ongoing argument about 
~ whether Plaintiff should be granted an extension of time. 
Leisha 8017725733 
07-28-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
07-28-15 Filed: Motion to Withdraw Defendant's Request for Documents 
Propounded on Plaintiff 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
07-28-15 Filed: Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Defendant's 
Objection to Plaintiff's Reply and Motion to Further Extend 
07-31-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Defendant's Motion for sanctions 
(.i 08-03-15 Filed: Certification of Service of Defendant's Motion for 
Sanctions Against Plaintiff Under URCP Rule 11 (C) (1) (A) 
08-14-15 Filed: Withdrawal of Motion to Withdraw Defendant's Request for 
Documents Propounded on Plaintiff 
08-20-15 Filed: : Certificate of Mailing of Plaintiffs Second 
Supplemental Disclosures 
08-20-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
08-21-15 Filed: : Certificate of Service of Plaintiffs Memorandum in 
Response to Defendants Motion for Sanctions Against Plaintiff 
Under URCP Rule ll(C) (1) (A) and Affidavit of Cherise Vincent 
08-21-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
08-25-15 Filed: Defendant's Motion to Deny Sanctions proposed by 
Plaintiff 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
08-25-15 Filed: Defendant's Request for Leave to Submit Motion for More 
Definite Statement 
08-26-15 Filed: Motion for Summary Judgment 
Filed by: AMERICAN EXPRESS BANK FSB, 
08-26-15 Filed: Memorandum 
08-26-15 Filed: Memorandum of Costs 
08-26-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
08-26-15 ****PRIVATE**** Filed: Motion to Classify (:.,, 
08-26-15 ****PRIVATE**** Filed: Affidavit/Declaration: Plaintiff 
08-26-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
08-27-15 Filed: Motion for More Definite Statement and to Dismiss 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
08-27-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Defendant's Motion for More 
Definite Statement and to Dismiss 
08-27-15 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Motion for More Definite 
Statement and to Dismiss 
08-31-15 Filed: Request for Leave for Extension to Submit Initial 
Disclosures (1 of 6) 
08-31-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Defendant's Initial 
Disclosures (2 of 6) 
08-31-15 Filed: Motion to Adjourn Plaintiff's Motion for Summary 
Judgment (3 of 6) 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
08-31-15 Filed: Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's Exhibits (4 of 6) 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
08-31-15 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's 
Exhibits (5 of 6) 
08-31-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's 
Exhibits (6 of 6) 
09-03-15 Filed: Summary of Defendant's Motions and Proposed Orders 
09-04-15 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY: RETURNED PROPOSED ORDER 
Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Printed: 07/03/17 08:25:06 Page 6 
Page 6 of 29 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
~ 
CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
09:..oa-1s 
09-08-15 
The court is in receipt of Proposed Order Regarding Adjournment (or 
Dismissal) of Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment, Proposed 
Order Granting Leave for Service of Defendant's initial 
Disclosures, Proposed Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion for 
Sanctions Against Defendant, Proposed Order for More Definite 
Statement from Plaintiff, Proposed Order Granting Defendant's 
Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's Exhibits. These order are being 
returned due to no signature line. Pro Se litigant used Date and 
signature of district court judge or clerk of the district 
court/deputy clerk appears at the top of the first page, this is 
only applies for electronically filed documents. 
Date: 
Court Clerk 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
EMAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY m.boley@gurstel.com 
EMAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA k.ushijima@gurstel.com 
09/04/2015 /s/ NICOLE DEMILL 
Date: 
Deputy Court Clerk 
Filed: Objection to and Motion to Deny Summary Judgment 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
Filed: Certificate of Service for Objection to and Motion to 
Deny Summary Judgment 
09-08-15 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Motion for More Definite 
Statement and to Dismiss 
(.j 09-08-15 Filed: Certificate of Service for Memorandum in Support of 
Motion for More Definite Statement and to Dismiss 
Printed: 07/03/17 08:25:06 Page 7 
Page 7 of 29 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
09-08-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Objection to Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
09-08-15 Filed: Certificate of Service of Affidavit in Support of 
Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment 
09-08-15 Filed: Motion to Strike Plaintiff's New or Additional Pleadings 
and Request for Hearing 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
09-08-15 Filed: Certificate of Service for Motion to Strike Plaintiff's 
New or Additional Pleadings 
09-08-15 Filed: Motion to Decide on Pleadings and Withdrawal of Motion 
for More Definite Statement 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
09-08-15 Filed: Certificate of Service for Motion to Decide on Pleadings 
and Withdrawal of Motion for More Definite Statement 
09-11-15 Filed: Motion to Strike Defendants Court Filings - Hearing 
Requested 
Filed by: AMERICAN EXPRESS BANK FSB, 
09-11-15 Filed: Memorandum in support of Plaintiffs Motion to Strike 
Defendants Court Filings - Hearing Requested 
09-11-15 Filed: : Exhibit A B 
09-11-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
09-15-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Memorandum in Support of 
Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment 
09-15-15 Filed: Amended Memorandum in Support of Objection to Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
09-15-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Defendant's Response to 
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Defendant's Court Filings 
09-15-15 Filed: Defendant's Response to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike 
Defendant's Court Filings 
09-15-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Memorandum in Support of 
Defendant's Response to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike 
Defendant's Court Filings 
09-15-15 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Response to 
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Defendant's Court Filings 
09-15-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Updated Summary of 
Defendant's Motions and Withdrawal of Certain Motions 
09-15-15 Filed: Updated Summary of Defendant's Motions and Withdrawal of 
Certain Motions 
09-16-15 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
This matter comes before the court on a proposed Order Granting 
Leave Leave for Service of Defendant's Initial Disclosures, 
proposed Order Granting Defendant's Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's 
Exhibits, and a proposed Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion for 
Sanctions Against Defendant. 
Upon review of the file, the court finds that a request to submit 
for decision has not been filed with the court. The court will 
enter no order until the motion is submitted for decision pursuant 
to URCP 7{d). The proposed Orders are being returned to the 
defendant and may be reconsidered upon receipt of a timely notice 
to submit. 
Date: 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
MAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY 6681 COUNTRY CLUB DR GOLDEN VALLEY MN 55427 
MAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 6681 COUNTRY CLUB DR GOLDEN VALLEY MN 
55427 
09/16/2015 /s/ LEISHA MEDINA 
Date: 
Deputy Court Clerk 
09-16-15 Filed order: Minute Entry 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed September 16, 2015 
09-18-15 Filed: Request for Leave to Amend Title and Caption of 
l.iJl Memorandum Objecting to Motion for Summary Judgment 
09-18-15 Filed: (Proposed) - Amended Memorandum in Support of Object~on 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
to Motion for Summary Judgment 
09-18-15 Filed: Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motions 
09-18-15 Filed: Defendant's Memorandum in Support of Request to Submit 
for Decision 
09-18-15 Filed: Reply to Defendants Response to Plaintiffs Motion to 
Strike Defendants Court Filings - Hearing Requested 
09-18-15 Filed: Request/Notice to Submit: Request to Submit Plaintiffs 
Motion to Strike Defendants Court Filings for Decision -
Hearing Requested 
09-18-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
09-21-15 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY 
Judge: JOHNSON, CHRISTINE 
This matter comes before the court on Defendant's Request for Leave 
to Amend Title and Caption of Memorandum Objecting to Motion for 
Summary Judgment filed on 9/18/2015. Upon review of the file, the 
court finds Defendant's Request will require a timely notice to 
submit pursuant URCP 7(d). The Defendant's Proposed Amended 
Memorandum in Support of Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment 
has been entered onto the court's docket but will not take effect 
until defendant's request is granted by the court. 
Date: 
Judge JOHNSON, CHRISTINE 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
EMAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY m.boley@gurstel.com 
EMAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA k.ushijima@gurstel.com 
09/21/2015 /s/ LEISHA MEDINA 
Date: 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Deputy Court Clerk 
09-21-15 Filed order: Minute Entry (Re: Request for Leave to Amend Title 
and Caption of Memorandum Objecting to Motion for Summary 
Judgment) 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed September 21, 2015 
09-21-15 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY - RETURNED DOCUMENTS 
Judge: JOHNSON, CHRISTINE 
This matter comes before the court on Defendant's proposed Order 
Granting Leave for Service of Defendant's Initial Disclosures, 
proposed Order Granting Defendant's Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's 
Exhibits, and a proposed Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion for 
Sanctions Against Defendant. 
Upon review of the file, the court finds the Request to Submit for 
Decision on Defendant's Motions is premature. The Motions are 
subject to the Plaintiff's Motion to Strike. The court will 
schedule oral arguments on Plaintiff's Motion and return the 
proposed Orders to the defendant. 
Date: 
Judge JOHNSON, CHRISTINE 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the meth?d and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
EMAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY m.boley@gurstel.com 
EMAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA k.ushijima@gurstel.com 
09/21/2015 /s/ LEISHA MEDINA 
Date: 
Deputy Court Clerk 
09-21-15 Filed order: Minute Entry - Returned Documents (Re: Request to 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motions) 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed September 21, 2015 
09-21-15 ORAL ARGUMENTS scheduled on November 02, 2015 at 01:30 PM in 
Courtrm 1, 3rd Floor with Judge JOHNSON. 
09-21-15 Filed: Notice for Case 159102739 ID 16949296 
09-22-15 Filed: Defendant's Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Court Filing 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
09-22-15 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion to Strike 
Plaintiff's Court Filing 
09-22-15 Filed: Request for Hearing on Plaintiff's Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
10-01-15 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY 
Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
This matter comes before the court on defendant's Request for 
Hearing on Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment filed with the 
court on September 22, 2015. After review of the file, the Court 
will render no decision on defendant's Request until the 
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike has been addressed. Oral arguments on 
Plaintiff's Motion are scheduled for November 2, 2015 at 1:30 PM. 
Date: 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
MAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY 6681 COUNTRY CLUB DR GOLDEN VALLEY MN 55427 
MAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 6681 COUNTRY CLUB DR GOLDEN VALLEY MN 
55427 
10/01/2015 /s/ LEISHA MEDINA 
Date: 
Printed: 07/03/17 08:25:07 Page 12 
Page 12 of 29 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Deputy Court Clerk 
10-01-15 Filed order: Minute Entry 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed October 01, 2015 
10-07-15 Filed: Opposition to: Plaintiffs Response to Defendants Motion 
\/l!il to Strike Plaintiffs Court Filing 
10-07-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
10-09-15 Filed: Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's 
Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Court Filing - Motion to Strike 
(:ii) 10-15-15 Filed: Certification of Service for (Proposed) Joint 
Stipulation of Facts and Accord (Not Signed) 
11-02-15 Minute Entry - Minutes for ORAL ARGUMENTS 
Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Clerk: leisham 
PRESENT 
Defendant(s): JAMES TANNE 
Plaintiff's Attorney(s): KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 
MIKEL M BOLEY 
Audio 
Tape Number: 1 Tape Count: 1:33-2:25 
This matter comes before the court this day for Oral Arguments. 
(1:33) Mikel Boley and Keisuke Ushijima appears on behalf of the 
plaintiff. 
The defendant is present appearing prose. 
(1:34) Mr. Ushijima presents argument on the Plaintiff's Motion to 
Strike. 
(1:39) The defendant responds. 
(2:15) Mr. Ushijima replies. 
(2:17) The court finds there is no motion for sanctions. The court 
declines to rule on the request to strike a motion for sanctions. 
(2:18) The court notes the timing for initial disclosures is 
triggered by an Answer. The court finds it would be unduly harsh to 
interpret the defendant's Answer and Motion to Dismiss as merely a 
motion to dismiss. 
The court finds it would be unduly harsh to find the defendant in 
default merely because he is prose. 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
The court notes it cannot give the defendant latitude. If the 
defendant is going to represent himself, then he has to be governed 
by the Rules of Procedure. The court notes filing deadlines apply 
to the defendant. 
The court rules it will not interpret defendant's Answer and Motion 
to Dismiss as just a Motion to Dismiss. 
(2:19) The court finds plaintiff's Initial Disclosures are timely. 
(2:20) The court rules it will allow defendant's Initial 
Disclosures to stand. 
The court notes, if the defendant does not make supplements, things 
the defendant fails to disclose may not be admissible at a hearing. 
The court finds defendant's Motion to Suppress Plaintiff's Exhibits 
redundant, immaterial and impertinent. The court rules this motion 
is stricken. 
The court rules defendant's request for relief for an extension to 
submit initial disclosures is moot. 
(2:21) The court admonishes the defendant that overlength responses 
will not be tolerated. The defendant is ordered to stick by the 
page limit within the Rules. 
The court finds the record is extremely convoluted. For reasons as 
stated, the court orders a filing limitation on the defendant. The 
defendant may file one motion at a time and may not file another 
motion until the pending motion is decided. The court will not have 
multiple motions pending. 
(2:22) The defendant addresses the court. 
Discussion ensues. 
(2:24) The court directs plaintiff's counsel to prepare an order. 
11-10-15 Filed: Objection to Proposed Order (Certification of Service 
attached) 
11-10-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Revised Request for 
Production of Documents Propounded Upon Plaintiff 
11-10-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Defendant's Supplemental 
Disclosures 
11-13-15 Filed: Order (Proposed): Order on 11/2/15 Motion to Strike 
Hearing 
11-13-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
11-18-15 Filed order: Order on 11/2/15 Motion to Strike Hearing 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed November 18, 2015 
11-18-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
11-19-15 Filed: : Notice of Entry of Order on 11/2/15 Motion to Strike 
Hearing 
~ 11-19-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
11-23-15 Fee Account created 
11-23-15 COPY FEE 
Total Due: 
Payment Received: 
0.50 
0.50 
11-25-15 Filed: Consolidation of Defendant's Motions & Withdrawal of 
Certain Motions 
11-25-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Request to Submit for Decision 
on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss 
11-25-15 Filed: Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motions 
12-03-15 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY 
Judge: JOHNSON, CHRISTINE 
This matter is before the court on a proposed Order Granting Leave 
to Amend Defendant's Memorandum submitted defendant on November 25, 
2015. Upon review of the file, the court finds that a request to 
submit for decision has not been filed with the court. The court 
will enter no order until Defendant's Request is submitted for 
decision pursuant to URCP 7(g). 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
MAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY 6681 COUNTRY CLUB DR GOLDEN VALLEY MN 55427 
MAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 6681 COUNTRY CLUB DR GOLDEN VALLEY MN 
55427 
12/03/2015 /s/ LEISHA MEDINA 
Date: 
12-03-15 Filed order: MINUTE ENTRY 
I.JI Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed December 03, 2015 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
12-03-15 Filed: : Certificate of Service of Plaintiffs Third 
Supplemental Disclosures 
12-03-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
12-07-15 Filed: Correspondence (Without Prejudice) Re: Return of Order 
Request to Submit 
12-07-15 Filed: Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motions 
12-07-15 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Request to Submit for Decision 
on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss 
12-11-15 Filed: : Certificate of Service of Plaintiffs Response to 
Defendants Revised Request for Production of Documents 
Propounded upon Plaintiff 
12-11-15 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
12-18-15 Filed order: Order Granting Leave to Amend Defendant's 
Memorandum 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed December 18, 2015 
12-28-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Request for Admissions 
Propounded Upon Plaintiff, American Express Bank, FSB 
12-28-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Request for Admissions 
Propounded Upon "Asset Recovery Services, Inc.", aka "ARSI" of 
Thousand Oaks, CA, a California Corp. 
12-28-15 Filed: Certification of Service for Request for Admissions 
Propounded Upon Law Firm of Gurstel Charge, PA 
01-06-16 Filed: Certification of Service for Defendant's Supplemental 
Disclosures 2 
01-14-16 Filed: Motion (Hearing Requested): Motion to Strike Defendants 
Request for Admissions Propounded on Gurstel Charge and 
American Express (Hearing Requested) 
Filed by: AMERICAN EXPRESS BANK FSB, 
01-14-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
01-15-16 Fee Account created 
01-15-16 COPY FEE 
Total Due: 
Payment Received: 
0.25 
0.25 
01-26-16 Filed: Withdrawal of Defendant's Request for Admissions 
Propounded on Gurstel Charge 
01-26-16 Filed: Memorandum in Response to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike 
Defendant's Request for Admissions 
01-28-16 Filed: : Certificate of Service of Plaintiffs Response to 
Request for Admissions 
01-28-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
~ 02-11-16 Filed: Request/Notice to Submit: Request to Submit Plaintiffs 
Motion for Summary Judgment for Decision 
02-11-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
02-12-16 Notice - NOTICE for Case 159102739 ID 17244003 
ORAL ARGUMENTS is scheduled. 
Date: 03/03/2016 
Time: 01:30 p.m. 
Location: Courtrm 1, 3rd Floor 
Fourth District Court 
75 East 80 North 
American Fork, UT 84003-0986 
Before Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
The court has set aside 30 minutes for Oral Arguments on the 
~ Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment. 
02-12-16 ORAL ARGUMENTS scheduled on March 03, 2016 at 01:30 PM in 
Courtrm 1, 3rd Floor with Judge JOHNSON. 
02-12-16 Filed: Notice for Case 159102739 ID 17244003 
u) 02-22-16 Filed: Objection to Request to Submit for Summary Judgment 
02-22-16 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Objection to Request to Submit 
for Summary Judgment 
02-22-16 Filed: Notice of Default and Motion to Strike 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
l.i} 02-22-16 Filed: Memorandum in Support of Notice uf Default and Motion to 
Strike 
vJ, 
02-22-16 Filed: Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Objection to 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
02-22-16 Fee Account created Total Due: 1.25 
02-22-16 COPY FEE Payment Received: 1. 25 
02-24-16 Filed: Mail Returned - Notice of Oral Arguments - James Tanne -
Return to Sender/Undeliverable as Addressed/Unable to Forward -
Corrected Address from Pleadings and Remailed on 2/24/16 
IJ 02-25-16 Filed: Notice of Procedural Irregularities and Request for 
Relief 
02-29-16 Fee Account created Total Due: 
02-29-16 COPY FEE Payment Received: 
02-29-16 Filed: Defendant's Supplemental Disclosures 3 
IJ) 03-03-16 Filed: Defendant's Supplemental Disclosures 4 
03-03-16 Minute Entry - ORAL ARGUMENTS 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Clerk: leisham 
PRESENT 
Defendant(s): JAMES TANNE 
Plaintiff's Attorney(s): KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 
Audio 
Tape Number: l Tape Count: 1:38-3:03 
This matter is before the court for Oral Arguments. 
(1:38) Keisuke Ushijima appears on behalf of the plaintiff. 
The defendant is present appearing prose. 
Mr. Ushijima presents argument on the Plaintiff's Motion for 
Summary Judgment. 
(1:46) The defendant responds. 
The court address the defendant as to the court's November 2, 2015 
order. 
Discussion ensues. 
(1:50) The defendant continues his response. 
Discussion ensues. 
(2:18) The plaintiff responds to defendant's request for additional 
time. 
Discussion ensues. 
(2:26) The court denies defendant's request to continue. 
The defendant continues his response. 
(2:27) The defendant responds to questions from the court. 
(2:45) Mr. Ushijima responds. 
(2:48) The defendant responds. 
(2:49) Mr. Ushijima replies. 
(2:51) The court addresses the returned Notice for the hearing. 
(2:53) The court concludes there is not any prejudice to the 
defendant in the delay in getting the Notice to the defendant. 
The court states the ruling. 
(3:01) For reasons as stated, the court finds the elements of 
breach have been met. 
The court finds in favor of the plaintiff. 
The court directs Mr. Ushijima to prepare an order and judgment. 
(3:03) Hearing ends. 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
03-18-16 Fee Account created Total Due: 0.50 
03-18-16 COPY FEE Payment Received: 0.50 
Note: 1.00 cash tendered. 0.50 change given. 
Ii, 03-25-16 Case Disposition is Judgment 
Disposition Judge is CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
03-25-16 Filed: Request/Notice to Submit 
03-25-16 Filed: Judgment (Proposed): Judgment - Civil 
1/j 03-25-16 Filed: Order .(Proposed): Order on 3/3/16 Hearing on Plaintiffs 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
~ 
03-25-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
03-25-16 Filed order: Order on 3/3/16 Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed March 25, 2016 
03-25-16 Filed judgment: Judgment - Civil 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed March 25, 2016 
03-25-16 Judgment Entered - Amount $16040.19 
03-25-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
03-25-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
03-28-16 Judgment #1 Modified$ 16010.19 
Creditor: AMERICAN EXPRESS BANK FSB 
Debtor: JAMES TANNE 
390.00 Costs 
15,620.19 Principal 
16,010.19 Judgment Grand Total 
03-29-16 Filed: Objection to Request to Submit for Decision and Proposed 
Order 
03-30-16 Filed: Notice of Returned Documents 
03-30-16 Filed: : Notice of Entry of Order and Judgment 
~ 03-30-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
04-04-16 Filed: Objection to Order and Judgment and Motion to Vacate 
04-04-16 Filed: Certificate of Service for Objection to Order and 
Judgment and Motion to Vacate 
04-15-16 Filed: Opposition to: Memorandum in Opposition to Defendants 
Motion to Vacate 
04-15-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
04-20-16 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Request to Submit for Decision 
on Defendant's Motion to Vacate 
04-20-16 Filed: Objection to Order and Judgment and Motion to Vacate -
Notice of Supplemental Authority 
04-20-16 Filed: Request to Submit for Decision on Defendant's Motion to 
Vacate and Request for Extension of Time 
04-20-16 Fee Account created Total Due: 0.25 
04-20-16 COPY FEE Payment Received: 0.25 
04-21-16 Filed order: Ruling and Order on Defendant's Motion to Vacate 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed April 21, 2016 
04-22-16 Filed: Notice of Appeal from Judgment 
04-22-16 Filed: Motion to Waive Fees 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
04-22-16 Filed: Affidavit in Support of Request to Waive Fees 
04-22-16 Filed: Declined to Sign - (Proposed) Order Vacating Judgment 
and Order of March 25, 2016 
04-22-16 Filed: Application for Writ of Garnishment 
04-22-16 Filed: Writ of Garnishment - Non Wage (Proposed) 
04-25-16 Filed: Other - Declined to Sign Writ of Garnishment - Non Wage 
(Proposed) 
04-25-16 Note: A Notice of Appeal From Judgment was filed on 4/22/16. 
04-25-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
04-27-16 Note: Called Def to Submit an Order Waiving Fees 
04-28-16 Note: Forwarded Copy of Notice of Appeal to Court of Appeals. 
No Order Waiving Filing Fees Has Been Provided to the 
Court. 
04-28-16 Filed: Memorandum in Opposition to Defendants Motion to Waive 
Fees 
04-28-16 Filed: Exhibits A-I 
04-28-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
04-29-16 Filed: : Certificate of Service of Memorandum in Opposition to 
Defendants Motion to Waive Fees 
04-29-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
04-29-16 Filed: Response to Plaintiff's Objection to Waiver of Fees 
05-03-16 Filed order: Order Granting Waiver of Fees & Bond(s) on Appeal 
(Denied) 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed May 03, 2016 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
I@ 05-04-16 Filed: Certificate of Service for Order Granting Waiver of Fees 
and Bond(s) on Appeal 
~ 
05-04-16 Filed: Letter to James Tanne from Supreme Court Dated 5/4/16 -
Appeal Transferred to Supreme Court - Case 20160363 
05-04-16 Filed: Order from Supreme Court - Transferred to Court of 
Appeals for Disposition 
05-04-16 Fee Account created Total Due: 10.00 
05-04-16 AUDIO TAPE COPY Payment Received: 10.00 
05-05-16 Filed: Motion to Stay Pending Appeal and Setting of Bond 
(@ Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
05-05-16 Fee Account created Total Due: 2.50 
05-05-16 COPY FEE Payment Received: 2.50 
Note: 5.00 cash tendered. 2.50 change given. 
05-09-16 Note: Appealed: Case #20160363 
@ 05-09-16 Note: JAMES TANNE called the court to advise he will be 
submitting an Amended Affidavit that supports the Motion 
to Waive Fees. 
05-09-16 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY 
Judge: CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
The court is before the court on a Proposed Order Granting Stay and 
Setting Supersedeas Bond submitted by the defendant on May 5, 2016. 
Upon review of the file, the court finds that a notice to submit 
has not been filed with the court. The court will enter no order 
until the motion is fully briefed and submitted for decision 
pursuant to URCP 7(g). The Proposed Order is being returned to the 
defendant and may re-submitted once plaintiff's time to object has 
run. 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
EMAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY m.boley@gurstel.com 
EMAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA k.ushijima@gurstel.com 
05/09/2016 
Date: 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Deputy Court Clerk 
05-09-16 Filed order: MINUTE ENTRY 
Judge CHRISTINE JOHNSON 
Signed May 09, 2016 
05-10-16 Filed: Supplemental Affidavit in Support of Request to Waive 
Fees 
05-10-16 Filed: Memorandum and Request to Reconsider Waiver of Fees and 
Cost Bond on Appeal 
05-10-16 Fee Account created Total Due: 0.50 
05-10-16 COPY FEE Payment Received: 0.50 
Note: 1.00 cash tendered. 0.50 change given. 
05-11-16 Filed: Request for Copy of Audio Record of 3/3/16 - Completed 
and Picked Up by James Tanne 
05-16-16 Filed: Opposition to: Plaintiffs Response to Defendants Motion 
to Stay Pending Appeal and Defendants Memorandum 
05-16-16 Filed: : Exhibits ABC for Plainitiffs Response 
05-16-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
05-20-16 Filed: Letter from Utah Court of Appeals to Defendant Dated 
5/20/16 - Case Assigned to Court of Appeals 
05-26-16 Filed: Further Affidavit in Support of Request to Waive Fees 
05-26-16 Filed: Response to Plaintiff's Second Objection(s) to Waiver of 
Fees & Bond(s) 
06-16-16 Judge JUDGE ROTATION assigned. 
07-05-16 Filed: Notice of [Proposed] Statement of Evidence & Proceedings 
07-18-16 Filed: Objection to Appellants Defendants Proposed Statement of 
Evidence Proceedings 
07-18-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
08-05-16 Filed: Appellant's Response to Appellee's Objection to 
Statement of Evidence & Proceedings & Request for Hearing 
11-08-16 Filed: : Notice of Contact Information Change Per URCP 76 
11-08-16 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
11-29-16 Filed: Judgment Roll and Index 
11-29-16 Note: Judgment Roll & Index Sent to Utah Court of Appeals. 
12-02-16 Judge ROGER W GRIFFIN assigned. 
12-23-16 Filed: Motion to Enter and Transmit Statement of Evidence and 
Proceedings 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
12-23-16 Filed: Statement of Evidence and Proceedings 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
~ 12-23-16 Fee Account created 
12-23-16 COPY FEE 
Total Due: 
Payment Received: 
1.50 
1.50 
01-04-17 Filed: Opposition to: Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to 
Enter and Transmit Statement of Evidence and Proceedings 
01-04-17 Filed: : Exhibit A - 11/29/2016 Letter from Utah Court of 
Appeals 
01-04-17 Filed: : Exhibit B - Transcript Preparation By Appellant -
Request for Extension 
01-04-17 Filed: Exhibit C - 06/13/2016 Letter from Utah Court of 
Appeals 
01-04-17 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
01-12-17 Filed: Utah Court of Appeals - Recollection of Proceedings -
Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment 
01-12-17 Filed: Letter to the Court from the Utah Court of Appeals Re -
Remand to Determine Whether Appellant is Impecunious and Unable 
to Afford Transcript 
01-12-17 Filed: Order from the Utah Court of Appeals - Appeal Stayed to 
Determine if Appellant is Impecunious as to Transcripts. 
L0 01-17-17·Filed: Certification of Service of Response to Plaintiff's 
Objection to Entry of Statement of Evidence & Proceedings & 
Request for Heuring 
01-17-17 Filed: Response to Plaintiff's Objection to Entry of 
Statementof Evidence & Proceedings & Request for Hearing 
i..d,' 02-14-17 Filed order: Order on Indigency Application 
~ 
Judge ROGER w GRIFFIN 
Signed February 14, 2017 
02-14-17 Note: A Copy of the Order on Indigency Application was Emailed 
to the Utah Court of Appeals 
02-17-17 Filed: Application for Writ of Garnishment 
02-17-17 Filed: Writ of Garnishment - Non Wage (Proposed) 
02-22-17 Issued: Writ of Garnishment - Non Wage 
Clerk judyd 
~ 02-22-17 Fee Account created 
02-22-17 GARNISHMENT 
Total Due: 
Payment Received: 
50.00 
50.00 
02-22-17 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
02-24-17 Filed: Motion for Reconsideration and Request for Hearing 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
lJ 02-24-17 Filed: Memorandum in Support for Reconsideration 
02-24-17 Filed: Ex Parte Application for Protective Order to Enter 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Exhbits Under Seal of Court 
Filed by: TANNE, JAMES 
02-27-17 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY RE: EX PARTE APPLICATION 
Judge: GRIFFIN, ROGER w 
This matter is before the court on Defendant's Ex Parte Application 
for Protective Order to Enter Exhibits Under Seal of the Court 
filed on February 24, 2017. Upon review of the file, the court 
finds, pursuant to Utah Rules of Civil Procedure (URCP) 7(m), 
Defendant's Application with regards to the ex parte portion is 
denied. The court will not consider Defendant's Application until 
the matter has been fully briefed and submitted for decision 
pursuant to URCP 7(g). 
This Ruling shall stand as the Order of the Court. Pursuant to Rule 
7, no further order is required. 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
EMAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY m.boley@gurstel.com 
EMAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA k.ushijima@gurstel.com 
02/27/2017 /s/ LEISHA MEDINA 
Date: 
Deputy Court Clerk 
02-27-17 Filed order: MINUTE ENTRY RE: EX PARTE APPLICATION 
Judge ROGER W GRIFFIN 
Signed February 27, 2017 
03-01-17 Fee Account created Total Due: 2.50 
03-01-17 COPY FEE Payment Received: 
Note: 10.00 cash tendered. 7.50 change given. 
2.50 
03-03-17 Filed: Application for Protective Order to Enter Exhibits Under 
Seal of the Court 
03-08-17 Filed order: Protective Order Sealing Exhibits 
Judge ROGER W GRIFFIN 
Signed March 08, 2017 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
03-10-17 Filed: Opposition to: Plaintiffs Memorandum in Opposition 
Motion for Reconsideration and 3/3/2017 Application 
03-10-17 Filed: Plaintiffs Exhibit A - Defs Request for Stay 
03-10-17 Filed: Plaintiffs Exhibit B - 2/24/2017 Court of Appeals 
Order 
03-10-17 Filed: : Plaintiffs Exhibit C - Court of Appeals Docket 
03-10-17 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
03-20-17 ****PRIVATE**** Filed: Defendant's Exhibits C-I to Memor 
03-20-17 Filed: Memorandum in Response to Plaintiff's Objection to 
Motion for Reconsideration 
03-24-17 Filed: Request to Submit for Decision on Multiple Motions & 
Applications 
to 
03-31-17 Filed: Defendant's Reply Without Request for Hearing Re: Writ 
of Garnishment 
61 03-31-17 Filed: Reply and Request for Hearing by Megan Tanne 
04-03-17 Notice - NOTICE for Case 159102739 ID 18159712 
WRIT OF GARNISHMENT HEARING is scheduled. 
Date: 04/11/2017 
Time: 02:30 p.m. 
Location: Courtrm 1, 3rd Floor 
Fourth District Court 
75 East 80 North 
American Fork, UT 84003-0986 
Before Judge: ROGER w GRIFFIN 
This matter has been set for hearing on the Writ of Garnishment at 
the request of Megan Tanne. The purpose of the hearing is to 
determine if the garnished money or property are in fact exempt. 
The court will not hear arguments related to the Judgment itself. 
Please bring any evidence you have to the hearing. 
04-03-17 WRIT OF GARNISHMENT HEARING scheduled on April 11, 2017 at 
02:30 PM in Courtrm 1, 3rd Floor with Judge GRIFFIN. 
({j 04-03-17 Filed: Notice for Case 159102739 ID 18159712 
04-04-17 Filed return: Return of Service - Garnishment, Wells Fargo Bank 
NA 
Party Served: DAVOR RENIC, AUTHORIZED PERSON 
Service Type: Personal 
Service Date: March 10, 2017 
04-04-17 Filed: : Garnishees Answer to Interrogatories for Property 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Other than Earnings 
04-04-17 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
04-04-17 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
04-06-17 Ruling Entry - MINUTE ENTRY 
Judge: ROGER w GRIFFIN 
This matter is before the court on the Defendant's Application for 
Protective Order to Enter Exhibits Under Seal of the Court filed on 
March 3, 2017 and Defendant's Exhibits submitted for In-camera 
Review on March 20, 2017. Upon review of the file and the above 
said documents, the court rules, pursuant to Rule 4-202.02(4) (K) 
and Rule 4-202.02(4) (M), Defendant's Exhibits are filed as private 
documents. 
In addition, this matter is under review on Defendant's Request to 
Submit for Decision on Multiple Motions and Applications filed on 
March 24, 2017. The court directs the parties to complete briefing 
of the following pending motions: (1) Motion for Reconsideration, 
(2) .Motion to Enter and Transmit Statement of Evidence of 
Proceedings, and (3) Request to Reconsider Waiver of Fees within 10 
days of the entry of this ruling. 
The parties are directed to appear on Monday April 24, 2017 at 1:30 
PM for oral Arguments on the pending motions. 
This Ruling shall stand as the order of the court, pursuant to Rule 
7 no further order is required. 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
I certify that a copy of the attached document was sent to the 
following people for case 159102739 by the method and on the date 
specified. 
MAIL: JAMES TANNE 190 N 980 E LINDON, UT 84042 
EMAIL: MIKEL M BOLEY m.boley@gurstel.com 
EMAIL: KEISUKE L USHIJIMA k.ushijima@gurstel.com 
04/06/2017 /s/ LEISHA MEDINA 
Date: 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
Deputy Court Clerk 
04-06-17 Filed order: MINUTE ENTRY 
Judge ROGER W GRIFFIN 
Signed April 06, 2017 
04-06-17 Notice - NOTICE for Case 159102739 ID 18167560 
ORAL ARGUMENTS is scheduled. 
Date: 04/24/2017 
Time: 01:30 p.m. 
Location: Courtrm 1, 3rd Floor 
Fourth District Court 
75 East 80 North 
American Fork, UT 84003-0986 
Before Judge: ROGER W GRIFFIN 
The court has set aside 1 hour for Oral Arguments on the following 
motions: 
1) Motion for Reconsideration 2) Motion to Enter and Transmit 
Statement of Evidence of Proceedings 3) Request to Reconsider 
Waiver of Fees 
04-06-17 ORAL ARGUMENTS scheduled on April 24, 2017 at 01:30 PM in 
Courtrm 1, 3rd Floor with Judge GRIFFIN. 
04-06-17 Filed: Notice for Case 159102739 ID 18167560 
04-07-17 Filed: Affidavit of Non-Party (Megan Tanne) Subject to 
~ Garnishment Re: Appearing for Garnishment Hearing 
04-07-17 Filed: TMNSCRIPT for Hearing of 03-03-2016 
04-11-17 Minute Entry - WRIT OF GARNISHMENT HEARING 
Judge: ROGER W GRIFFIN 
Clerk: leisham 
PRESENT 
Plaintiff's Attorney(s): KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 
Audio 
Tape Number: 1 Tape Count: 2:30-2:31 
This matter is before the court for a Writ of Garnishment Hearing. 
(2:30) Keisuke Ushijima appears on behalf of the plaintiff. 
i,il Megan Tanne, non-party who filed the Reply and Request for Hearing, 
fails to appear. 
Printed: 07/03/17 08:25:09 Page 27 
Page 27 of 29 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
The court notes it received an Affidavit from Megan Tanne stating 
that she was not going to be present today. 
The court finds the Affidavit was filed untimely. 
The court notes the Garnishee's Answers show no funds were taken 
but that there may have been a fee charged from the garnishee. 
Mr. Ushijima confirms what is stated. 
The court strikes the hearing from the calendar. 
Mr. Ushijima moves to strike the Affidavit. 
The court grants the motion and strikes the Affidavit for being 
untimely. 
(2:31) Hearing ends. 
(2:53) This matter is recalled. 
Defendant is present appearing prose 
Mr. Ushijima is not present. 
The court informs the defendant the hearing was stricken. 
The court notes this hearing was set at the request of Megan Tanne 
and the defendant is not allowed to address the court on her behalf 
as he is not an attorney. 
(2:54) Hearing ends. 
04-14-17 Filed: Memorandum: Plaintiffs Brief for 4/24/2017 Oral 
Arguments 
04-14-17 Filed: : Plaintiffs - Exhibit A - Notice of Transcript Ordered 
By Appellant 
04-14-17 Filed: : Plaintiffs - Exhibit B - Website 
04-14-17 Filed: Affidavit/Declaration: Affidavit of Plaintiffs Counsel 
04-14-17 Filed: Return of Electronic Notification 
04-19-17 Filed: Defendant's Brief on Pending Motions Including Motion 
for Reconsideration 
04-20-17 Fee Account created Total Due: a.so 
04-20-17 COPY FEE Payment Received: 0.50 
04-20-17 Filed: Defendant's Exhibit A for Defendant's Brief filed 
4/19/17 
04-24-17 Minute Entry - ORAL ARGUMENTS 
Judge: ROGER W GRIFFIN 
Clerk: mindeec 
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CASE NUMBER 159102739 Debt Collection 
04-27-17 
04-28-17 
04-28-17 
05-01-17 
05-01-17 
05-01-17 
05-10-17 
05-10-17 
PRESENT 
Defendant(s): JAMES TANNE 
Plaintiff's Attorney(s): KEISUKE L USHIJIMA 
Audio 
Tape Number: 1 Tape Count: 130-311 
The matter before the court is Defendant's Motion for 
Reconsideration. 
All parties present 
Mr. Tanne motions for brief filed by Plaintiff on 4-6-17 be 
stricken, the Court denies motion. 
Mr. Tanne argues motion 
Mr. Tanne re-submits Exhibit I 
Mr. Ushijima argues motion 
Mr. Tanne rebuttal 
The Court denies motion for reconsideration. 
Filed: ORAL ARGUMENTS 
Fee Account created Total Due: 
AUDIO TAPE COPY Payment Received: 
Note: 20.00 cash tendered. 10.00 change 
Filed: Supplemental Judgment Roll and Index 
10.00 
10.00 
given. 
Note: A Copy of the Supplemental Judgment Roll and Index and 
Record Was Sent to the Utah Court of Appeals on This Date 
Filed: Request for Copy of Audio Record of 4/24/17 - Completed 
and Picked Up by James Tanne 
Fee Account created Total Due: 2.00 
COPY FEE Payment Received: 2.00 
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